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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendment filed on November 29, 
2010. 

2. Claim 1 has been amended. 

3. Claims 1-13 and 22-25have are pending. 

4. Claims 1-13 and 22-25have are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 and 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being as being 
anticipated over Sayeedi et al (Pub No.: US 2002/0145999 A1) and further in view of 
Bao et al (Pub. No.: US 2004/01966826 A1). 

As per claim 1, Sayeedi discloses: a method of operating a packet 
network, the method comprising: 

processing a message (Sayeedi, paragraph 0006) wherein the request 
received can be the message as claimed in a standardized interface (Sayeedi, 
paragraph 0005) wherein the A1 through A1 1 interfaces can be the standardized 
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as claimed, the message including an indicia (Sayeedi, paragraph 0005) 
wherein the DRS bit included in the request can be the indicia as claimed. 
Sayeedi does not specifically disclose identifying a packet application in 
response to the indicia. However Bao discloses identifying a packet 
application in response to the indicia (Bao, paragraph 0036). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of identifying the 
packet application into Sayeedi System because this would have provided a way 
to optimize the system to process messages differently based on the application 
corresponding to the message; 

As per claim 2, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A1 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005 j; Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A1 interface between the Source BS and the MSC; 

As per claim 3, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A3 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005,); Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A3 interface between the Target BS and the Source BS; 
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As per claim 4, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A5 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005,); Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A5 interface between the Source BS and the MSC; 

As per claim 5, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A7 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005J; Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A7 interface between the Target BS and the Source BS; 

As per claim 6, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A9 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005,); Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A9 interface between the Source BS and the PCF; 

As per claim 7, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an A10 interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
0005,); Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A10 interface between the PCF and the PDSN; 

As per claim 8, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the standardized interface is an All interface (Sayeedi, Fig 1 , paragraph 
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0005,); Sayeedi teaches A1-A1 1 interfaces and in addition Fig 1 shows the use of 
A1 1 interface between the PCF and the PDSN; 

As per claim 9, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further discloses 
that the packet application is a control plane packet application (Sayeedi, 
Fig 1, paragraph 0020, 0025J; 

As per claim 10, claim 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi further 
discloses that the packet application is a bearer packet application 

(Sayeedi, paragraph 0006J; 

As per claim 1 1, claims 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi does not 
specifically disclose that the packet application is a push-to-talk packet 
application. However Bao discloses that the packet application is a push-to- 
talk packet application (Bao, abstract, paragraph 0036). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of using a push to 
talk packet application into Sayeedi System because this would have provided a 
way to optimize the system to support the push-to-talk applications; 

As per claim 12, claims 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi does not 
specifically disclose that the packet application is a Voice-over-IP packet 
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application. However Bao discloses that the packet application is a Voice- 
over-IP packet application (Bao, abstract, paragraph 0036). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of using a push to 
talk packet application into Sayeedi System because this would have provided a 
way to optimize the system to support the VOIP applications; 

As per claim 13, claims 1 is incorporated and Sayeedi does not 
specifically disclose that the packet application is a delay-sensitive packet 
application. However Bao discloses that the packet application is a delay- 
sensitive packet application (Bao, abstract, paragraph 0036). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of using a push to 
talk packet application into Sayeedi System because this would have provided a 
way to optimize the system to support the delay-sensitive applications; 

7. Claims 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being as being anticipated 
over Sayeedi et al (Pub No.: US 2002/0145999 A1) and further in view of Bao et al 
(Pub. No. : US 2004/01 966826 A1 ) and Selvaggi et al (Pub. No. : US 2004/01 93709 A1 ). 

As per claim 22, Sayeedi discloses: a method of operating a packet 
network, comprising the steps of: 
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processing a message (Sayeedi, paragraph 0006) wherein the request 
received can be the message as claimed in a standardized interface (Sayeedi, 
paragraph 0005) wherein the A1 through A1 1 interfaces can be the standardized 
as claimed, the message including an indicia (Sayeedi, paragraph 0005) 
wherein the DRS bit included in the request can be the indicia as claimed. 
Sayeedi does not specifically disclose that the indicia indicating a packet 
application to be transported across the interface; identifying a packet 
application in response to the indicia. However Bao discloses that the indicia 
indicating a packet application to be transported across the interface; 
identifying a packet application in response to the indicia (Bao, paragraph 
0036). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of identifying the 
packet application into Sayeedi System because this would have provided a way 
to optimize the system to process messages differently based on the application 
corresponding to the message. 
Neither Sayeedi nor Bao specifically discloses: 

distinguishing a first type of content in the packet application from a 
second type of content in the packet application; and 

treating the first type of content differently from the second type of 
content. However Selvaggi discloses distinguishing a first type of content in 
the packet application from a second type of content in the packet 
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application; and treating the first type of content differently from the 
second type of content (Selvaggi, paragraph 0054). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention was made to incorporate Bao teaching of distinguishing type 
of content in the packet application and treating each type differently as claimed 
into Sayeedi and Bao System because this would have provided a way to 
provide different level of quality services to different users or applications. 

As per claim 23, claim 22 is incorporated and Selvaggi further 
discloses raising a priority level associated with the first type of content 

(Selvaggi, paragraph 0054); 

As per claim 24, claim 22 is incorporated and Sayeedi further 
discloses that the first type of content is a signaling packet and the second 
type of content is payload packet (Sayeedi, paragraph 0020); 

As per claim 25, claim 22 is incorporated and Bao further discloses 
that the first type of content is a control place packet and the second type 
of content is bearer packet (Bao, paragraph 0016, 0018); 



Application/Control Number: 10/590,624 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2448 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's argument filed on 1 1/29/2010 has been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In remarks, the applicant argues in substance: 

(1 ) Applicant argues that Bao does not disclose identifying a packet application 
in response to an indicia in a message processed in a standardized interface. 

(1 ) Examiner respectively disagrees. 

Looking to the Bao paragraph 0036, Bao discloses that the mobile station will detect a 
voice over data-packet application using parameters for the voice over data-packet 
application. Therefore Bao does not disclose identifying a packet application in 
response to an indicia. Regarding the limitation "message processed in a standardized 
interface", Sayeedi the primary reference is used to teach this limitation. See paragraph 
0005 wherein the A1 through A1 1 interfaces can be the standardized interface as 
claimed. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

7. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HAMZA ALGIBHAH whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30AM- 
5:00PM, EST, Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Firmin Backer can be reached on (571)272-6703. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http ://pai r-di rect. uspto .gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/HAMZA ALGIBHAH/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2448 

/FIRMIN BACKER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2448 
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